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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-54 are pending in this application and have been examined. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement filed 3-26-01 fails to comply with 37 CFR 
1 .98(a)(2), which requires a legible copy of each U.S. and foreign patent; each 
publication or that portion which caused it to be listed; and all other information or that 
portion which caused it to be listed. Only the US Patent documents are found in the file. 
If the Applicant wishes the missing foreign Patent documents and non-Patent literature 
to be considered it should be resubmitted. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-5, 7-9, 12, 15-18, 36-39, and 41-50, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by Schull US 5,509,070. 

As for claim 1 , Schull teaches a method comprising: connecting to a user via a 
second connection (col. 5 lines 1-20); and providing the user access to data provided by 
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a server, in which access is via a first connection between the user and the server (col. 
5 lines 1-20, col. 6 lines 20-25, col. 10 lines 50-57). 

As for claims 36, 39, and 43, Schull teaches connecting to a server via a first 
connection, in which the server provides access to data (col. 5 lines 1-20, col. 6 lines 
20-25, col. 10 lines 50-57), and connecting to an access controller via a second 
connection (fig. 1 items 80, 93), and accessing data via the first connection after 
connecting to the access controller (fig. 1 items 80, 93, 100). 

As for claims 2 and 37, Schull teaches a second connection that is a telephone 
connection (col. 1 lines 15-35, col. 5 lines 1-20). 

As for claims 3 and 38, Schull teaches a second connection that is a shared- 
revenue telephone number (col. 10 lines 25-49). 

As for claim 4, Schull teaches providing the user access after connecting to the 
user (col. 10 lines 25-49). 

As for claim 5, Schull teaches providing the user access in response to 
connecting to the user (col. 1 1 lines 15-25). 

As for claim 7, Schull teaches providing the user access comprising transmitting 
a signal (col. 10 lines 25-49, col. 1 1 lines 8-12). 

As for claims 8 and 41 , Schull teaches providing the user access where said 
access comprises access to a server (col. 5 lines 1-20, col. 6 lines 20-25, col. 10 lines 
50-57). 

As for claims 12, 15, and 18, Schull teaches charging the user for providing 
access (col. 1 lines 14-19) based on a fee. 
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As for claims 16, 17, and 46-50, Schull teaches a second connection that is a 
billing system that is a shared revenue telephone system and in which an access 
controller charges for access to the data (col. 1 1 lines 14-34). 

As for claims 9 and 42, Schull teaches access to data comprising enabling the 
user to receive the data and receiving the data (fig. 1 items 15, 20). 

As for claim 44, Schull teaches an access controller that instructs a server to 
provide access (fig. 1 items 60, 80, 85, 90, 93, and 100). 

As for claim 45, Schull teaches receiving access to the data from an access 
controller (col. 5 line 58 through col. 6 line 12). 

5. Claim 51 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
Ananda US 5,548,645. Ananda teaches a method, comprising accessing data provided 
by a server via a first communication channel only so long as a connection to an access 
controller is open (col. 2 lines 50-65, col. 13 line 43 through col. 14 line 19). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. Claims 6, 10, 1 1, 19, 20-28, 30-35, 40, 53, and 54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Schull, and Ananda. 

As for claims 6, 19, 53, and 54, Schull teaches a method, comprising user 
access to data provided by a server via a first communication channel (5 lines 1-20, col. 
6 lines 20-25, col. 10 lines 50-57), where the user is in communication with a billing 
center via a second channel (col. 10 lines 25-49). Schull does not teach providing 
access to the user only so long as the user is connected to a billing center via the 
second communication channel. Ananda however does teach provision of user access 
to data only so long as connection to a billing center is maintained (col. 13 line 43 
through col. 14 line 19). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to incorporate this feature of Ananda into the system 
of Schull. It would have been desirable to do so as this would allow for more provider 
control of user access to data. The motive for making this combination may be found, 
for example, in Schull col. 2 where the advantage of instantly rewarding users (via 
access) who pay for access to software. 

As for claims 10, 20, 21 , 22, and 52, Schull teaches determining if a user is in 
communication with a shared revenue telephone number via a second connection 
between the user and a shared revenue telephone number (col. 1 1 lines 14-34). Schull 
t teacftesT^er^^ lines 20-25, 

col. 10 lines 50-57). However Schull does not teach providing access to the user only so 
long as the user is connected to a billing center via the second communication channel. 
Ananda however does teach provision of user access to data only so long as 
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connection to a billing center is maintained (col. 13 line 43 through col. 14 line 19). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate this feature of Ananda into the system of Schull. It would have 
been desirable to do so as this would allow for more provider control of user access to 
data. The motive for making this combination may be found, for example, in Schull col. 
2 where the advantage of instantly rewarding users (via access) who pay for access to 
software. 

As for claims 1 1 f 23, 26, 27, 28, 30, 31 and 34. Schull teaches all of the common 
limitations of claim 20 and 23, 26, 27, 28, 30, 31 and 34, as detailed supra. Claims 23, 
26, 27, 28, 30, 31 and 34 differ from claim 20 only in the limitations of an indicator of the 
termination of a second connection being given, denying user access after such an 
indication, and where denial of access comprises denying the user access to the data 
server. Schull fails to teach this feature. However Ananda does teach these features 
(fig. 9 item 920). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to incorporate this feature of Ananda into the system of 
Schull. It would have been desirable to do so as this would allow for more provider 
control of user access to data. The motive for making this combination may be found, 
for example, in Schull col. 2 where the advantage of instantly rewarding users (via 
access) who pay for access to software. 

As for claims 24, 25, 32, and 33, Schull teaches a second connection that is a 
telephone connection that is a shared revenue telephone number, and where the 
connection is to a shared revenue billing system (col. 1 1 lines 14-34). 
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As for claims 29 and 35, Schull teaches connecting to a user via a telephone 
connection that is a shared revenue billing system (col. 11 lines 14-34), and transmitting 
a first signal to a server that instructs the server to provide access to the user to data 
provided by the server (col. 5 lines 1-20, col. 6 lines 20-25, col. 10 lines 50-57) in which 
access is provided via a first connection between the user and the server. However 
Schull does not teach determining if the second telephone connection is terminated, 
and transmitting a second signal to the server in which the second signal instructs the 
server to deny access to the data by the user. Ananda however does teach provision of 
user access to data only so long as connection to a billing center is maintained and 
transmission of such a signal (col. 13 line 43 through col. 14 line 19, fig. 9 items 922, 
924). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate this feature of Ananda into the system of Schull. It would 
have been desirable to do so as this would allow for more provider control of user 
access to data. The motive for making this combination may be found, for example, in 
Schull col. 2 where the advantage of instantly rewarding users (via access) who pay for 
access to software. 

As for claim 40, Schull does not teach providing access to the user only so long 
as the user is connected to an access controller via the second communication channel. 
Ananda however does teach provision of user access to data only so long as 
connection to an access controller is maintained (col. 13 line 43 through col. 14 line 19). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate this feature of Ananda into the system of Schull. It would have 
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been desirable to do so as this would allow for more provider control of user access to 
data. The motive for making this combination may be found, for example, in Schull col. 
2 where the advantage of instantly rewarding users (via access) who pay for access to 
software. 

8. Claims 13 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Schull and Official Notice taken as detailed infra. 

The claims contain the limitations of Claim 12 and the additional limitations of 
charging users where the charging comprises charging a user based on a time of a first 
connection or a second connection. The Examiner has interpreted this to mean, 
"...based upon a time duration of a first connection or a second connection. Schull 
teaches all of the limitations of claim 12 upon which claim 13 and 14 are based, but 
does not teach the limitations of claims 13 and 14. However Official Notice may be 
taken that the step of charging a user for access to data or for charging for use of data 
based upon time duration of access or time duration of use is old and well known in the 
art. CATV systems commonly use such billing techniques in "pay per view" media 
delivery systems. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to incorporate this step into the system of Schull. It would be 
desirable to do so as this would allow for more provider control of user access to data. 
The motive for making this combination may be found, for example, in Schull col. 2 
where the advantage of instantly rewarding users (via access) who pay for access to 
software. 
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Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paul E. Callahan whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
1336. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 9 to 5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell, can be reached on (703) 306-3036. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is: (703) 
872-9306. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 
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